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required the expenditure. At present James was in a curious
position because parliament accepted one half of his foreign
policy, his anxiety to prevent the catholic powers from over-
running the Palatinate, but disliked the other half, the Spanish
match.1 It is just possible that, had the king given a strong lead
in his opening speech to parliament (January 1621), domestic
grievances would have been forgotten amid the excitement of a
spirited attempt to preserve Frederick in his hereditary domains.
Instead James disdained to take parliament into his confidence,
and his remarks were singularly ill suited to enlist the sympathies
of his hearers. On the all-engrossing question of foreign policy,
he merely said that he would never suffer the Spanish match to
endanger religion and that he proposed to equip an army in the
summer to preserve his children's patrimony, and for this reason
supplies would be needed. No hint was afforded of the probable
cost of the army or of the extent of his commitments with foreign
powers. Accordingly parliament made the rather perfunctory
grant of two subsidies, and then turned to redress of grievances*
For some time there had been indications of the storm about
to break, because a writer of newsletters had noted that every-
body was groaning under the burden of monopolies, whose
number had been multiplied by a score since James's accession,2
What made this burden the more unbearable was that Elizabeth's
gracious surrender in 1601 had seemed to lighten it permanently,
for she had agreed that the legality or otherwise of any or every
patent might be tested in the law-courts. At the very beginning
of the new reign the judges in the famous case, Darcy v. Allen,
had delivered the unanimous decision that a monopoly was
prima facie against both common and statute law, that it was
burdensome to the kingdom because it raised the price of the
commodity at the same time that it lowered the quality and
threw artificers out of work, and that it was justifiable only when
a new invention was made or introduced or when demanded in
the interest of the state.3 Nevertheless the law had been ignored,
evaded, or broken. In 1606, 1610, and 1614 parliament had
protested against the abuse of patents, but the evil was more
rampant than ever during the early years of Buckingham's
* For the negotiations to arrange a marriage between Prince Charles and the
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